ESIESBR $+-% £TH \ 103

NP - RS S R
BIF RGBS ELSBE

pa

b E K &KW AR AT

&

Bl A T B B BHTRA  BAARBRAZHRARETHRMIEH AR £4
QIR RR S AR IFRE R L RH  REOOBRFREANSEREEATE LN - Kb
MEmEBEE BRP2EIARETTHHEHENRBRAGMRRBLR  RERL T
SETRETAGELR LBETARAHNHLOFEAESL - PO EOMHAREETH
HoER% A @ 'EFEH 4 (Electronic Data Interchange, EDI) E#HER 2§
AE - RFFRANLEREE  ABRREAR I G AR FHRE » B — @ AN #K
HEHB AR P NASERA@EER EDI B o imﬁ%mngﬁ%ﬁo
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Abstract

The wide adoption of innovation technologies is important for research and practice.
Previous studies focused mainly on so-called Innovation Diffusion Theory (IDT) general
model; match up organizational context and environment context. With the maturity and
advance of knowledge management as well as e-learning and electronic commerce
applications, not only bring the opportunities of computerization, but also affect the
decision criteria of adopting information technologies. As a result, Small-Medium
Enterprises (SMEs) research has become an important topic within electronic commerce,
especially for electronic data interchange (EDI) adoption decisions. By adding constructs
of organizational learning, as well as strategies and perceived risk, this study proposes a
unified view of SMEs Internet EDI adoption model that is based on the IDT general model,
and compared to traditional EDI. Eleven prediction variables are tested using logistic
regression and discriminant analysis, and found to be significant in distinguishing Internet
EDI adopter firms from traditional EDI firms. The results suggest that the model of
unified view using the IDT general framework is a useful approach for examining factors
affecting the adoption decision. Moreover, perceived risk, organizational experience and
organizational strategy are significant factors affecting the adoption decision of innovation

technologies. Implications of the findings and future research areas are discussed.

Keywords:Innovation Diffusion Theory, organizational experience, organizational strategy,

perceived risk, Internet EDI
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& T & #F 2 # (Electronic Data Interchange, EDI) F73 = « =+ F 3 A& RABK £ -
& B 7# Kumar 2 Dissel(1996) BT X B E X B H LB X OB LRTRRZAEH -
SEHRM EDL RMTRARXBERAT/EERAN LSO ERTHHFFRT - AL
AEDIgZEEHRA L  SRARBEREINA Y XKARE - Rd > HAmEEBRESL
it eh 4% EDI B A - A F S AT RN P IO ERT  METSEF BB RE
MpHER  BEANEERA AADEWNERTH  FTREIRIZIEAARAFEER
ERAA Ak @Yoy EDI R B4 WA B ZH# EDI 5603085 > AE
EDI A #6948 2 5 B8 » £/ 07 &1 4 EDL & A 69 £ & %4t (Banerjee & Golhar
1994; Philip & Pedersen 1997; Ratnasingham 1998; Scala & McGrath 1993; Tuunainen
1998; White et al. 2003 ) -

WERGAEREARETRRBAMEORBERA LR RETAMRLGE
BREZEEBEEL  BPE - STHSE  AAERLSPEFHAHTEAMBEL
FEBRRBRROMBZARE,  LBLOEIRILRY  RECELEFTELFTRA
% BmHBERE RAVNEFRSE CXATFEREZ - RNAXI IR FR
1F RS o A EDI R 52 5 % 398 B ( Chwelos et al. 2001; Khazanchi & Sutton
2001; White et al. 2003) > & sk » dofq 7 2 E A EDI #H3k R E A A ¥ M (Business to
Business, B2B) € F A H AR B&EE  BRRELCEERLNELBAFEZ— -

TEAEG EDI RA ¢ R ERF  AREETEENAESERARL &0
% ED] R WM sk ik ~ BT 6 &Y M@ ME% EDL e F £ %A EDI
84 %7 32 #% (Khazanchi & Sutton 2001; Tuunainen 1998; White et al. 2003 ) - ARE W 4 H
"E 5% EREEES (UNCTAD), ~hey 12003 §-F A #HEA KL ) 454 0 2001
F2EEBBETHAEUAE SESHRETHSHE KX 93% @ E KIE 4 B2B
T 3B AAE F A 2002 04 1200 48 £ T3 A F] 2000 48 £ 7T 0 FAE 2004 H § T % 3
3000 /& £ & (UNCTAD 2003) - IDC #» 2003 =4 £ a5 #5F 23 & (2354 2003) &g
o AR EARE I E IR TSR G 2002 F69 261 & E T 0 kKB 2007 £
405 f& £ 50 5 b4k 0 eMarketer AR EFH A TIHAAEHAL (A XH 2002) &8
7 B2B EFHARET LN 2004 £ 24k E 0 RATREZNRSLHE 0 A
R B EREREDI GREREASE T THEHEREDI ZB2B EFHH AR R4
BIRE L AR oYk M % (Chwelos et al. 2001; Khazanchi & Sutton 2001 ) » [B) B,
AAREDIFERYGERK -
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SERTRALFTHBERFLABENABAR  BREABBEREAETFE - KRA
FHRHEY ERAHCAEFRBAARERN AT SRR EBERGELERG > HEL
R # @A e R MR A 0 £ 245 (Chau & Tam 1997; UNCTAD 2003; White
et al. 2003) - Hub  HEMEIERET  HAERHAKOKARRERTHMIEER K -
Hodkinson # Kiel (2003) 2.4 £ AR ERZEZET » B AR AEBNEREN LR
BEERAZIT A M4t 2% 0 Choe (2003) B3R&F I ERFETELNR  ABHENT
REAGHRERERAREFBRTE LHEALEANEARNEETERRT R BETAR
BOEAFRA D EEEAFZ e R (Biros et al. 2002; Susarla et al. 2003;
Taylor & Todd 1995)+ it H & B £ % S0 37 148 3% F 34 09 B, & 3% 40 2 2% B (Lichtenstein
1998; Mayer & Schoorman 1995) AR £ A E MEE MR EKIBEE T AEL BN HLGF
B AR BE 6 (Volkoffetal. 1999) ¥ & F &L EHNH EEBA K
BT RBEMAERME - Rf o RE S EHIEHARNAFTA LR ARG FRH
Rogers (1983) Frit i = £ # % 3% 32 % (Innovation Diffusion Theory, IDT) #4 " A]#7
AN RARIDT 554 RSB BMERENEREFN LG TBAKESX
(Kuan & Chau 2001; Rogers 1983; Thong 1999; Tornatzky & Fleischer 1990 ) » #p &5 > &
M RIEFTABER RAR s ARAEBFASEFHHE EHAHHEZRA LR
BE -

IDT BAEKXBRBEAFH IS BRAZTRREREREFE AT » X+
RAIDTEAAEKXWFSHME RTEAFNERIBENALRS  REHFEHRE
HKEDI FHBLBAES RN EEBHNBZRETEAREIMGEBE yE-Kd
o A B 4 %% EDI 7 & 4% 4 EDI 3F % 7 & A48 Rl ed4d bt » @ A& 4 EDI #9#F 4K
R FAERBEAEAAEEEL EDI# % (King & Gribbins 2003) » b4k + & v
¥l AR ETFHH T ERM (Poon & Swatman 1999)» R » % B2 H YR
FARFNEARERE - BEERRLE B RN F4E S (Kuan & Chau 2001 ) @ & B
FOAEREALABRXDEBEEFAANRERERE R BREFE  TREFAXL
¥ A ey s A AKX (Cragg & King 1993; lacovou et al. 1995; Kuan & Chau
2001; Poon & Swatman 1999; Raymond & Blili 1997; Thong 1999; Tuunainen 1998 ) - &
A MA T NAENAERAARIGILEBARERN » flde > FAFEEZHEX
(TAM) #3it#i75%2#% (TPB) AL @&k R # 2 (Harrison et al. 1997;
Igbaria et al. 1997; Riemenschneider et al. 2003 ) - 4= ] King and Gribbins 2 A 49 % %% »
PSR EBAEEEA LR RE R OHAERAERRBEARRREL A
HERAFABP L EGARARFEAREX  BRTALEHH TN OENAE LR
BRI -
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NP NAERTSTFEFAREREFERA B WAL > R ME%E EDIERZ R
AT RBEREE K BRsHE A% EDI BT ALSHENE VY # > £ LEK
kB AT S R RN G A A @ 694 (Chau & Tam 1997) » K #6083 5 S w548
BREDIZABRERMEREN  BAH-ZRERK iz - Bk £ RAE
FiEgkA AR XS EH B ZAEMBEA > AR RAN - LAEKERAEME R &R
FHER TRBREEE T ARER > A TAKRES  F2% > KELL—EHS
NS EANARBRAEENELSRLE  EnXERTWAAINBRICEAKEG TR -
EWMARENTEA R E 0 REE ERE & (cross-sectional) F# » IRAEH L
EEANEBREREDI £ G EDI ¢ £ 2 2 B EMAG AELZHFAREHRER
by 5K o

— ~ {§# EDI E2iRFF 8 EDI

(—) EDI FEZHE DR

T£BBE RAZER EDIRERERLE € M aBMey RIS EDI £ £ & 7 F 48 M
B EBEN > AREOBELBRGRAENEFEHF XA EBRAR -
TUN/EDIFACT > AN BAR Y MBE L EDI AL TR G H B TR AHM AR
PHATAHINT KRR RBAEHAZEEXICGFH - ARBEREK T SRR TSNS
HEFME 0 M EDI 2 R A B ML THEBBRRWALHET  REFTHA 8 X~
THAGREES ~CMAG - SO LT L EDI AL THRALFRAMHER
DAL A - RS IR AARER KT RS E TR > RA
NEEHATREOXHRSGH X -EDl - $ ey RBETRLEEZ - EHABNHES
V4% BAESERARFLIRRAOENAL BURMATKARY XIEFLHELEE
AYFEXL AHLESL -

Esichaikul 2 Chaichotiranant (1999) ¥4k EDI Z E# A m L E > R EE LT E A
Bl EsE()EEEERRE EDI B > Q¥ G F = 4m% > LR A i@k
sty )5 w% EDL R > Q)4 as 2l it o) EDL B - &3k & — AR PT A 6 48 P 4
% EDI-> (4)&£ AM% % X ey EDI BA > AZE W LAMAN0G)EEH X4y EDI
BR - B4 EDIAHSMAR > Ko > — BB E4&EAHAXEBEB LG
JF 48 B4 35 & R S RE A %9 EDIL B AR % 1% 4 EDL - A 5120 B ATA A M s X4 % -
TCP/IP H# Z AR % 4 4B 15 483 EDI JE ) -

(Z) 18#% EDI

—fwmE o AESAEDI RAEZVEAMA RN k8 ®BEH AR EDI
A% % vg 18 & A % % (Khazanchi & Sutton 2001) « 1% 4 EDI 4 ¥ 77 & 04 A 82 035 B 1
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[x]

P o RBREH ; MEFEDI EFEARAEXD S TRBRKE - S FERE
AR AR - %4 EDI B R £ 2 R A (A AU BMBEENZ S @A E g
By EBMBEELERE  ERAREEEARLETEHI AT ALHAWLEEAL 2
o REMASTRESEMRRSBHM I EDIRAME &A@ AEBEIRKE © In
BERN EREEOIFHEBETERGOEFERD » ARMKE—EE A FH-FHEBMALR
NBEILLEMSHSHMGE-HEHG ARV EREEIHERNEE - mEE%
$HRREEDIEAS S LR EREBEMEEL W ARTHKAKDE
A A R o R ABE%¥ A% (Ratnasingham 1998 ) » /b EsE T A ERA
EDI 4935k - M ARSI E 5 & > BATAH WREARERWRE  —ELTRMNE&EEF
49 EDIFACT » @ 5% — 8Bl & & 2 A7 b £ 3R 89 ANSL X12 -

(=) #BFE481% EDY

I 3% EDI > R 3545 R M IR IR A R ik o9 EDI B A - @R 4% EDI sh 3
ETRHAAHFS mEEE T ERT R Segev FA (1997) & 42 b WA 49 48 % EDI
HWEERS  SPRARRPSECTARBEARYESRRT ATHERL - Bk ¥
M EDI sy R A 7 X TR AL R M ER EDI R 2 /m{ Bd o9 IR
B RABITHE AR EBREDIRF R A KB RR A E G474 I WWW-FTP % E-mail
FFRCBRLGBEE T EBR RS ME LR 5 A E(White et al. 2003 ) 25 A E-mail
FREVMEER EDI &b 0 &% LAk AR BRKA NI A kAR EDI
2K 0 B % Rk MIME #4 - #1F MIME # “body parts” i#4% EDIFACT s,%
ANSI. X12 ¥4 X2 %1% » & PEM %, PGP A 8 #/wE % » B A SMTP 5 i 1&% 5
MR RBEEHTEAE BN ALBEERDY EDI X4 - BA Eidit iy
BB HETDENRGX R PTEHTLOEER - B AT M EDL & F oy
BB R A R4 EDI & A AR 2 69 XML EDIL - # A ey M43 EDI J& A éL4& Web
EDI+ FTPEDI » s % XML EDI % # 3 & A -

= iHEEAREER 2R3

(—) /N EZERBEFEAEXTE

KREF Mz T D AERAETAMEGHE > KSR RBELEBRBIH  F—  #
BARKNBEREABES L ERM A AAHGREE £ (Harrison et al. 1997,
Igbaria et al. 1997; Riemenschneider et al. 2003 ) ; % = - Al &K ks oM B R E R
BHOBRFZMERMENER - AHBEARFTRBEG R ZEFTHIHITL8EH(TPB,
Ajzen 1991) ZA## 2 X (TAM, Davis 1989) RN S M £ F 4 A A AA Lo HF
¥ LR A K K 4e Riemenschneider 5% #3040 E R A ABBATH EIF — Ak
RE % BT @ M4 TPB 2 TAM %18 A sk 5 4] 48 B 22 3 2k 247 - &R % > Chwelos
et al. (2001) > Kuan and Chau (2001) % % #8253 A EDI £ E k00 m 8k % -
FEEEBALERERAEH HIFAET REBWNHME S I RS FERAT G L
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REEBRAE T OERAEARFRANETFTRHRETESR  BF R RERDB A
AN ETAABREFEAR T2 PO EOHBEHRARE  FELFERT S
R £ % BT T4 ik & ° Riemenschneider ¥ A$f 2B N D EATEBITHHE  LETTLD
REHEEBAZRARGUAEH LR BLEFTHT MO EABRERLEA
REMARBE - Bl REFHNEZRIFANABRAFIRBERERITZEQBKAET R
R ey B E( Chwelos et al. 2001; King & Gribbins 2003; Kuan & Chau 2001; Raymond &
Blili 1997; Thong 1999) » & 7 & 6y 3k & ¥ 4% 5] F 69 J& B £ %7 #% #% 3 % (IDT, Rogers
1983 ) vA & Tornatzky and Fleischer (1990) 3% i 8y IDT @ AR -
(Z)IDT BAEK

£ RIE R R AR RABA SR AL BT & B B R Z BTN B SR ik 478 & Rogers

(1983) ey gl #r¥k4c3Es (IDT) RZFHMB% A RBERFAR — AL H AR 5 0 &ATH
A BRI # ey i 2 3 (Agarwal & Prasad 1997 ) - Rogers 5+ 1962 3% &3 F At 3 eh A1
FIR/IGERA > AR EBARLBRTHKA —ALANAREZE B - R P EHERFOH
R BT HBERECHEOARAERE R ERAS L HRALINHEREGRR -

K EEBAFAENRAAR  ZHMNL BRI EMEMIAR
KA B2k BRABN EEN K RE&EA H7 44093 A (Cooper & Zmud 1990;
Fichman 1992; Kimberly & Evanisko 1981; Prescott 1995; Rogers 1983; Tornatzky &
Fleischer 1990) - Rogers 3% .24 A 4R3T A& A AR A R R0 1R T AIF LIS - 2
R EH L0y B 2R % - Kimberly $2 Evanisko £ 3,4 7 IDT 4 S £ % a4 4
M EBEEAREER ZREA B EA HAEFZEA LK - Cooper #2 Zmud 845 % F
HRERA ARG RA AR AN QBB TR G E - Fichman » Prescott % A8y
WE R R T g IDT 8 EHXBATERN —BALAEOVTARAHEEABHKRA AR
o ARERLHIATANGERZ LN SR RLAREX T AL B EH T -
Tornatzky #2 Fleischer $2 & — 18 IDT @& A X, » 2.4 £ 7 RALAT a0 A #7 A 33k A R
R R TANARENS  HEFELNFRBEAFHABE £ BRAAFHHRK
FHRAFRE  BHEGAFHBIERE T RAH ARG TR MEFE -

XEEV#H % B# EDI 3% B # % (Chau & Tam 1997; Chwelos et al. 2001; Grover
1993; Tacovou et al. 1995; Kuan & Chau 2001; Lee 1998; Raymond & Blili 1997; Thong
1999) » X % #&k#% Rogers (1983) &4 IDT » 7 &4 Tornatzky $2 Fleischer (1990) #4i@
AEXE LR BERMEER - 2EMNARTEALFAHEBLCBEHRA LR BB
ERERBNOEERLHNERZT ZANMABERNGE LA TR LB REEOTLE
RG] R e & R A A E AR ER A FE o ks 0 Chau and Tam » Lee % A 571
SHET AL 2 S R 4835 EDI - El4k38 .5 IDT i@ A B X 3T 2A4F & 48 3 48 i 48 %% EDI
TR R R B LA - AT 43 IDT @ AKX &M a5 7 H3H

Lo A9 R #41k

XBEFAHFSHAARFHBERSERA LA NEEAET RO XS 2RSS
&R o Rogers (1983) AR AMHMAAHHRANHFSME BB L 2B EWNEH
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B o 5 %] & 48 ¥ A % (relative advantage ) - 38 4 M ( complexity ) + 4B B M4

( compatibility ) » T 3% A+ (trialability) A & T # R M (observability ) - Moore i
Benbasat (1991) A IDT & ¥ # @ #§T 8 85Mo % & R E 7 (result demonstrability )
B TR (visibility ) » Bl B M kT3 A M > £ AwH % (image) ¥ A B M
(voluntariness ) % # 78 » £\ & 4 A\ A A #7145 1 - Moore 2 Benbasat #§ & & & 2] 8
HHMRAEEQERG LA  EREEEMNER S A MR TAM 2% (Davis 1989)
ke A M fo B G AMEAMGEE -

Tornatzky 32 Klein (1982) $t#f 75 B AR A R BT REHH - ERETHF
MEFE BEM AR FAEFZAREL -BALBEFNEE > ARE2ZF U EL
X 3 % #%3EA& % (O'Callaghan et al. 1992; Premkumar et al. 1997, Raymond & Blili
1997; Thong 1999) - 48 B 483K FF e R B MK AR A » RTERZ T NS EKR A @
# EDI &9 % K > Kuan and Chau(2001) ~ Lee(1998) » Premkumar et al. » ¥A & Raymond and
Blili ¥ AMHR WA I HEAHE > HRLRACEZZEAMHARRARE -
#& Rogers (1983) the & > MHMNBREATHEAH L BRAL AR > LB AR
ReGFHFHIFHEE  MAERBZBEAZ L EINRARFAERRA G F X > BHE
HEA—ROBA FARNERREAZ LB ANARES R AGRA -

2. ABARERRE

WEBFEBEATHEBAYGHRT > ASGHEEHLHF (ZABEE I 2001,
Grover 1993; Lee 1998; Premkumar & Ramamurthy 1995; Premkumar et al. 1997,
Ramamurthy & Premkumar 1995; Raymond & Blili 1997 ) & 4% Py 38 B 69 R E

Karimi et al. 1996; Lee 1998; Thong 1999 ) & % & % # #£ % - Ramamurthy $2 Premkumar
EARLEBEETNIH  TRARLEOBEIIT  LERBB IS IHWALIE
HHUBRERE N ELERERERRGEE  HREAHBARM EDLF > RRE
Amag B& R - Karimi 3 AR50 5 R % 81 1 3R 10 Ak 30 B R 7 B IR0 B ek | B 04
B HRERBTIRANEACRREE T AM BB L RB EARELE  FRAAR
RECSHNOCECIHAAHNULET "B aBETRNALBRBERT 2 ELAR
FREURAAAGAMER  THRECQBAITT N AXEERS - THEEBRIN
RHEUBRAFHRAARNBE  SRRERRARGERE (SREFHLH) REE
R (ARAGEMENELSMN) WER > R4S BRE HIREEKREZ AR -
Booh o AR - B EH (EXILBEEFAEE) BAFALIKAGMGE  LHZE
F £ F 3% 3 (Rogers 1983; Grover 1993) ©
W AR R IR B K A BT AR AR R oY B 4% 0 B 2 IR - ik 69 BF % 4 R - Chwelos et al.
(2001) ~ Grover (1993 )« Iacovou et al. (1995)+ ¥4 & Tuunainen ( 1998) % % {4z &%
BERBRLGBHOBRARFFRARRMEF S EHM EDI 92 2HE - Ao
Thong (1999) &g #F % B] 2 3, 88 ¥ 44 B /4 - Kimberly $2 Evanisko (1981) #.4 % R
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ERFRARNRABATRGBERBFFN - ABRAQAHKALH > K@ Grover
& Thong &9 #F 7 B 1~ L HrEEF % -
(=) HER ARG ER RS

R RARBLE - RERABOTERTFH  CELAEREFTLAR  SSERK
Bake AT EHRLS AN EndT—ERENRE > EFAEETRIE A
R HF1EY (Pelham 1999) ¢« 2 £B30 5 RITFH RS AR ASRME - ik
BEHA LR RO E R 5] EF (Morone 1989; Pavitt 1990) » 44 %
wE RAE B B A A IR E 0 BB s 43k 09 & 3 (Choe 2003; Karimi et al. 1996;
Pelham 1999 ) o X ik 7 #0  B F & 69 5T % » X % 4% A Porter (1980) #9 — Az Kk 42
# (Miller 1988; Pelham 1999 ) &% 4% A Miles #1 Snow (1978) &4 fwk iz (B
% 2000; Conant et al. 1990; Gupta et al. 1986; Karimi et al. 1996; Shortell & Zajac 1990;
Smith et al. 1989 ) - Pelham # R F M A B KR BB R A H T M RIR AN BE - #F
RREFDAGOEXELAREGYE L HRTA RN E B K% 02 A MEHY
BMABE - Miller M REBRAIGLEETHIYRERE T ETHBRBEBOTIHRERY
Rowk o T AR BRI T A QA RRBRR T RAEE RS -

Venkatraman( 1989 )37 2% # wk & &) 5] 4L 40 4% 09 % vk 47 8y ¥2 45 £ ) J& » Miles $2 Snow
(1978) HRFABHBZEEDROBBERTHHE  HFaRELES ARG A
B F R >3 & AR (prospectors) 447 & (analyzers) - B5 2% (defenders )
VAR R J&7 (reactors) ; Shortell # Zajac (1990) - Conant et al. (1990) % & B
Miles $2 Snow 8y K wk a4k » BB AHMER  SREANSBHERETARAREREE
M RS ER SR REREIBFFIARFERNREBE T ALK
% % (Floyd & Wooldridge 1990; Karimi et al. 1996; Loh & Venkatrman 1992; Lukas 1999;
Smith et al. 1989; Volkoff et al. 1999 ) - Teng et al. (1995) #& & Loh #2 Venkatrman % A
HEBRBEEAMNERI AL ENHFRREIEI R AR EHTAAMK Y
R A EREEHMNRENNBE  BRERIABTRARARBEZEERIIRE
Rin Teng 52 HNBEARNFLEORTHERIHNC - AN AL ZRREF
BABE o MARAAIHARGLE TRAREEXGAGERR > Kfn » BREHHET
RO REHLTRBRABRLEARAERRR  HTRELETIHEDL - 2HMAIAE K
BRABEERGEREGEABESNERAIMRD
(V0) HEAR AR RS

Agarwal #1 Prasad (1997) a5 %@ 2 F X —~BER € HFK A ideE
Makhija ¥ Ganesh (1997) i A B LM ARWKAREELBRAE—BEGNELY
B HBARRFHAERAGETXR - ABRHALFT ARG ST HERARRESE
ER R G B BE  ARERERNER R TARA BITHEE R HEHE
BAl o KN MEMAEERNBARHGLH  TEHE R BULELTEZHFHH
ey R EROBR IS BARA OB O > BIF AKX EANNBAZ R ERR
oy 2 R4 E % (Agarwal & Prasad 1997; Susarla et al. 2003 ) - Davis # Olson (1985)
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RLEABYRER - R ABRENAE  BhBmBEAHER  BirEoEe RN
WM FELABRUENNE HEENERIR T RRRBERFTHREH GBS
WAHSEWRALIR; wBHRTELH iR BAH R EREAEK 4o
MBRERSE S ARSI S RE A F o RBI 09 L ERE 5 Grant (1996) = 2
A T R B 6 R e AT ME R AR B R R A 6 e G R A
MEN O BEENBERNEN R EDES  RHE M OBETERRL > RB5ABEH
ARG HERAERIIN RREABETIHABNETERERE T2 A8
BERAMRABREEWFTEZAR (23 HEM S K 2000; Biros et al. 2002; Cohen &
Levinthal 1990; Nakayama 2003; Ramamurthy & Premkumar 1995; Susarla et al. 2003;
Thong 1999 ) -

—&mT  FRAFNETRALRERRA  FTELARAGHMBAR LK - HES
ERKRETFE c FEHAERSRKR (2000) BE—EHLEMALENRE  RH50H
RAENABMER Ao BRE AR I HAF O ESEAAM ARG RT > BH TS BFKA
FEHARDOTRME LR HARKA A He9E G - EDI ZEML BRI, - &
BEZRFOEMREEL ST GRS HRADEE » McGowan 2 Madey (1998) #F
BERE A EEAARLT (S ERBRLREE ) BaREBEY L EDIAE -
BB EANRR  THES>LENMEFT RS EE R EDI BAB LKL R A
G ENBEFTOERFTIRRAREIERE  MIFLTRRAANCEARE LG
BHERAEERNEBBRFHBEARBETEORE - :

() BB EEEE

B #¢ Bauer (1960) EHE FH B RARHMAE  LEXH0ERBRUEELRS
HOHERYFTAELTHERHFAROTHERRAE - Baver RAEFTHEA GHBE R
RBERYTEZW > e H B AR AL 5 Roselius (1971) #—F 35T 5 Ry ieMk
(performance ) - & #+: (financial )+ % 8204 (physical) ~ #£ €M (social ) » A B B
B & B (time loss risk) F EH s B RE - RENMMEAZE R IEWIEN > £ E K54
AT AR GRS ABTREEG R RAR A FHREERARM e RAE(E
#H B # F 89 2001; Hart & Saunders 1998; Lee 1998; Mayer & Schoormanl995;
Ratnasingham 1999 )- Ratnasingham 2.3 % % %4 4 EDI Rtk 91512 & — B SR8
AREAR - ABEBHEFKAGER - B RBAR o BRI GHFREAREIEH
Fr YRR RERLE  ABLETHBRREHOARRERE R E2OEM T2
HAH MR G ERREEERETHEMNHRAGRE -

SEHCERBRORT AARGRKRYRL2RIE LB > Westland (2002)
BLEEBTHHRSET BB RAETTEMRBNAE > ORELRAOBRARE
HERAERBERHA Rf o EXHEARENE > 85 (BE) figsy (BEH) 8
THREAXFNSERROTRE  BARXZEARGEMNZETTFASFRERZNRA -
Ratnasingham (1998) 3% EDI A M AR R E L Ao M A - P 2 MBE My
FARAFE AR REGETRESSEN A EDI 4 HERS TR GEE A
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o &N E S REAR AR E =4 - SMERAMR 245 EDI X% £ 8] X 5 B4 6
BRTHEEMA (Fl BZHEEFAE - ALEX  BWMERT ) AHFAKRINEA
G sA s EDI ey (A AR ES REERKTAM) f—KHA
Al aREEE RHOREFEEMA -
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B RIE > A RHad 11 AP ELEHR A EKER EDI fiik A4 4%

EDI & F88] 8 % - B BRIE L7 70 Bl AR 69 o > L3- 1k 11 2B F A48 B o9 #F R AR
AR AT R WEERMA-ESEAHT J*/\%’fmmﬁﬁl 4 %% EDI ey TR AL >
VAR AR %% EDI $2 @ H4E3% EDI A 4B KX Loy 2R - L HI~HILIEHN T E450%
RTHRAHBER O ERAEREK EDI R ETE ? 0 @ Hlp-HIL, B3RS T
NAEEJRFEEER EDI R RITALREARAN G L EDI FAFEZR T 0 BFaR
B4 o

(—) BIFT RSB E

g #¢ Rogers (1962, 1983) 1B H A #IHFL KL H AR - BB A F A HFHEHBEAR

MERA BT RIBAR  FEEAMEENFR > STRARETHE LT BER
B EM A E & B (O'Callaghan et al. 1992; Premkumar et al. 1997; Raymond & Blili
1997; Thong 1999; Tornatzky & Klein 1982 ) - Kuan ¥2 Chau (2001) #9#F %8 H, » 4
244G EDIMNEBEMNEZAS DB L LKA LR 5 Agarwal ¥ Prasad (1997) ##
WWW a4 R 478 BT ALOREMRES  CHEEAEE @ Chwelos et al.

(2001) ~ Karahannaetal. (1999) ¢4#F % P LI o oK aHH a8 5 AM
A5 DEAEIMEAIRA - Raymond 5 Blili 8957 BB F S £ 4835 A EDL 45 4] 5 -
ARAEFMENRE S RERGRARECBELRARR -HAFILOERT 4% EDIFTEM
FEARAZLSEEZR A2 A (Khazanchi & Sutton 2001; Lee 1998; Ratnasingham
1998) > ma Ak tE# EDI RERSF NEEBRRAARTRETHHFHET  LEX
BXETAES 5 AU ER TR #le #2455 5 49 Web EDI & E-mail EDI -
EHTAMA XML $ ZREGERFERERTARR S XN EFRER > ARRAL
AKRTRABEORARERBFF  HEREFISEZFRAMAKERE EDI 09 A
FoHAHRBERFILERAABAREDI G2 AHMNE  MEM S FRAME UK
AP R H -

[HL,] Aa A 56

[H2,] Mg a
(H3.] ZAMERE
[H4.] RAFE & P!

By SERT BRK/EDIRT HIENEERLTIABR S RRBRELERSF
FRERHARENUEE  LEHERTHRRTIER ; fEE EDL 4R K - Bp
BAHR R AR RERBEHEMEME  ET MMM 4% EDI 69 £ B4k (Lee 1998;
White et al. 2003 )« 3 &y 48 X483 EDI 9 R B D ETETARBEKEER K
HHANRCARI FBHERERTEERFTHREBAT NI LERETRE S EB 8
EHORE A ETAI ARG TRTHHE > ERBEFED - WML EDIT
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¥ 3 A AR EDI kR
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&

£
&
B AR A ML EDL kR



P NEERREBRIRZ LR | BIFTRIERRINESTHR 115

ARk o A IR MR T B R R (Segev et al. 1997; White et al. 2003) » 4w » 3
Web @ a9 X H M8 ARE - MENME45 EDI 4 A5 R, » Web - RELAH A& HF
o REBEAREETARERMYF AR ENFERGEH > A &y XML %
ODBC ¥ HlZAMEMHEE  REAEHNAEEEFALOBRAT VR AEBI T HH
Rz LCEFCFAFEIRMNBA IR E - BIAFRA THRWEHH

[Hly] 4% 408 mp 48k ED] 6448 3] 3 37 1% 4 EDI

[H2,] &% 4% musyk EDI 8948 542 & 57 1& 4 EDI

[H3,] &% 4% s EDI ¢4 5 A 42 F 5508 4 EDI

[H4y] &% 4% s m 45k EDI BT E o9 Ak A &5 E 45 EDI

(D) MEfAEEE

BxERAFGHREIFHEIHERE  RRABNTERAALRBYARREEH
EHERAAFAERE (EHBE T 2001; |MA%F 2000; Chwelos et al. 2001;
Grover 1993; Lee 1998; Premkumar & Ramamurthy 1995; Premkumar et al. 1997;
Ramamurthy & Premkumar 1995; Raymond & Blili 1997; Thong 1999 ) - Chwelos et al.
Iacovou et al. (1995) - ¥ & Kuan # Chau (2001) & mm s b EHAMHEETRE
HETRGHEFREZELSHLOERMEDICA Y B RESHRABEEBEEN
IHBERS CERECRALFHE - HF I LERT KA EBEKL EDI ZA S
TR ARETRBEAELIHRAGELSS  BERERRER  AREH
HREABGARD ) LH MEHKRABEESL EDI €A hEhePE - EDIRAE
Bamskeg iR REA 0 ARSI Chwelos et al. AR Grover ¥ 2 # ¥R A LEH
RBG TR GRBABER T RYBEARTNA GG RE  REZ FNRME
RBECHELMARBAREL - AFREXAF TR MERER

[H5,) e FM I AL e ELCERAEBMAL EDI R
[H6,) B E AL HARESEELER A HEBEAE EDL k%

HPR IS T B A R B AR 0 B S E R EDL ey A% 0 AR P IE
HEBEBRAESERRGR B HEE  TERBKRE - @REK EDIFA& T NOEY
ERMEE THEZMBEBGRAEH > 6 EDIZ ER ARG FPeF EDISIE R - A A&
AEEH EATFESAZGE SR (Lee 1998; Segev et al. 1997; White et al. 2003 ) - 45 &
WMeg ED] gl h 8L RERRTABR T H AR FEHGMA  LBRILEENHE
B R FEEANS IR SRS AMM M ARES - EhA TR ah
RS EIRHE  ARBRFLCEERRKEFRL - TTEH  HRLFTHEHAMNER
¥ E B mpEys EDL T 3 (White et al. 2003 ) » &A1 7T ] B 4 B 48 5% 405 R i 4
2HRGLE -BEE BEE ARRETCHEHNLE  RERETASFT > AP LEY
EREITRZLEIRRAEABEKEDI Rd > BENMEAEDIGE  2ERKRE
RAHEELSFI FRADERBRGERALESE  FTRERAREKYEERRARE
FEMER BILRMA THRAMRR
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[H5,] S/ x % #5035 A 4grs 483 EDI ¢4 % 3 & 50% 4 EDI
[H6,] # A #EEEBR EDI gL E > ARNNETREEAREZAHRA G4 EDI ¢y %

(Z)BIEREER

Banerjee #1 Golhar (1994) # R & ¥3% A EDI KM R ABRERS » O TP Rt
BEHER REWNRKRFRN - ARAEEBZEWR S - Anruachalam (1995) # EDI
KRARFENAZLBRTIIBFNEL GHHEFEY  RARAREETFORFL TR
REWZFAKMEDIYRE - MHARRS ABEERFRARGSFHRAECHELE
# F EDI 3 %( Chwelos et al. 2001; Grover 1993; Iacovou et al. 1995; Kuan & Chau 2001;
Lee 1998; Premkumar & Ramamurthy 1995; Premkumar et al. 1997; Raymond & Blili
1997; Tuunainen 1998) - 3 RN H B R E R EFHE L L EDIRAF R ZR»
8945 R > #lde - Thong (1999) W EBRLERBTRRERNZLE L EL L EHA EDI
R ARf o BERERAEF A EXRAEDIN ARG RERETHERLNTY
B ROARGBH RHFEL RAREALREZNRIBRICHBAREERFBRARS
BTRPVPEABRA R UAFRED T O ERARNEEARTZINRER ERE-
(H7.] ZEHFRIEHEL LR A M EDI kK
[B8.] ZEXRFRAGHELERAMMEEE EDI kK

Kimberly #2 Evanisko (1981) & ¥ A ¥ RA RN EHFMBRARMH HHF R
BrF B AR A BT A RS AR 4 o AR ) B EIAE M - 4
BEAAERAEEAR LT FOLELAABERRETRERSORELE LML
(Chau & Tam 1997; Lee 1998; Westland 2002) » F .o ¥ —F B THER B EF S
R BORERFEYS UNREERLBHERNFEAERNDHHKA@EHE% EDL; 3
— 7 & WERERTABEREABENN  EFALNRFRAABEA - T o
REBRIFAHEFFEY B ERAH  ARRFRETOHFLATZHAAHL
SELRFLMMNABEEL EDI BRI R ERE M- BIEARRBRGHE
ERFRABFFRLE TV ERAEMERE EDIKRARE -

(H7,] Mm@k EDI o % > A X FRE HA%RMAE4 EDI ey b
[H8, )] #xMuam®@k EDI sk > RAEHFR I HAHK M4 EDI ey b ¥

(9) #E7%8 5K R

Miles #2 Snow (1978) k¥ BB H Ry EBEITIHA L > 2L EAA -
SR HEA  ARRBRFWE R G ABES TR it 0 BT K kA8 B
HRGBEFRSANBEER S EIBERLEE R oo (FEMAE 2000; Conant
et al. 1990; Gupta et al. 1986; Karimi et al. 1996; Smith et al. 1989) - Gupta % A #F %
Miles $2 Snow #yo-#84a4 > REPERREU A HE IR R OB DR EBE 0B Y
BEOZARE (mBECRTHRESNLEE ) EnPEANKARTRY - FHRYE
SHPBFHRBEBBRABH AL BATARRY RS RN HF RS R AR
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B E R ABEERE - SHF RS AHOEABRE R T HLRA A %‘ﬁﬂ&é’) N
RAAEAKER TR E T AAEFTALEL (RGHF 2000; Floyd & Wooldrldge
1990; Karimi et al. 1996; Loh & Venkatrman 1992; Smith et al. 1989; Volkoff et al.
1999) #H KT F 0 MAKERL B EL TR S RRHEEAA 0 E BT X K
AR REROABAEC T ELEATHRAN AL EDL R -

[H9,) B Rk €3 D LR AEBMELE EDL ik F

A& 4% Miles #2 Snow (1978) #y f2#% ﬁ%im“ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁwfiﬁﬁ%i%
BEBHGMBEEERRE KRBT ERYLE  TFRAEBAHERAHFIH &
l&%é%&ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁm%%ﬂMA%%X S EHEE o 2 Ly
BARRBRROWERLY  ARRGENRIRBA GO ENHEGRREL K TR
ey R RS T BT LI E o Pelham (1999) 0.5 3% A A k4G 04 Rk A 12

B RAE LR A M A - A EBRE iR TR R BRER #bA%ﬁi
%%%@%%’%ﬁ&k&ﬁﬁ@@%@uﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%w > Woodside et al.
(1999)2 & L EHB TRy M B R R B W R BT 548 77 v 2048 B 48 5% EDI
MAEREZER  AARAZHATRAREZERAEG  ROATREGHNE > BREE
BB LETWNER RIS ABRETRDOLOENHEOA T IR EL T AN K
HRAEN - AFRKLBERF D OEERBRSEHMEGABES - €ESAKAEK
% 3% EDI -

[H9,] # A %%mm%A%ﬁ&%%m@%mmﬂﬁﬁiafﬁmm%

(F) *EAEAEER

Susarla etal. (2003) @& & ¥ AW EROERHEE - Hlie - @A HER
NETMEMRARE ARAAKESBRE €L QB HA N ARG TR @
MBEABHAFTHAEROIERE - AT EERBETANENVAGELERBEEY
BH AR e R Ao G2 BB B A FT A IR - Biros et al. (2002) <38 .2 48 8 &%,
B 4948 3% 428 (Domain Experience) € 28k R4l % » £ H A K E RIS EH T

W R BARRER (2000) 95T R X H R ERE S RRAAHAEREA
ﬁé%‘%ﬁ CHMBANAZERMNAKOERIBUM T Tk LRBKIRA LA
PR s o R KRR A K 1 4ol E A M A RS T Eind X aBmA Sk A
BB R A AR B 60 S0 SRS B AR AEARIR A SR R e AR (G MR % & 2000; Biros
et al. 2002; Nakayama 2003; Ramamurthy & Premkumar 1995; Susarla et al. 2003; Thong
1999) ¥ ¥ HAETRERTL ABERAY LA TR A RBE LR T
LERTHRABEEEED €2 0RER S FHE

[H10,)] k€28 o £K A MBE% EDI ik

McGowan ¥ Madey (1998) 3.4 & @& S LR ABE » WE QK AL FH
# > Thong (1999) WM BT NS EMN S L% R 8 T B4 835 A 09 40 % A 3% 48 B
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B AEYET  RAMNAB LKA R - 2 E%k Sk (2000) - Nakayama
(2003) A & Susarla (2003) ¥ 2 F AR MBHEAZENRBEES S rBle
B RBEIFABFERARECRHAR TG B Aid BN 2T 2
FrEEA bk BREABINGAFREN > R ok B aHeRiY T
Bl AR EA B LRIER - A% % EDI & T - B EDI AL HHKRA
MEAEERPYTHERAN R RER2ARESAFELEE Gy
b ARA>BEEABEREDI MK KAFEESABRERELEY T I LE,
A B AR R 4 R 48 3% EDI »

[H10,] % MA@z EDI g ¥ - L@ 574 % M 144 EDI sy &%

(7%) FRE b

Hart #2 Saundes (1998) # BB HMEE T E EDIE AR & > AL BRI
AR AR K B B R B B 89 7 #E 2 1 » Ratnasingham (1999) 3% 2% 40 4% M 69 15 4=
WIEE R B RA  AREEHR ZHFHEEQ o 3R Mayer 82 Schoorman (1995) 3%
LB AR EHEEENGERERARERE  R2ERXNRDEAHRAZ CHAFHH
HESBENELE  EBEEREARIEH L TRE A EMK (Ratnasingham 1999;
Rogers 1983 ) & ¥ ¢ HEMEARLRRNARE » XX 0T AKRES » B THE®RK
F kA A # o9 # € (Raymond & Blili 1997) « A ¢ ¥ m T - ¥R EHK EDI LA
AIFER > AT ILOEGRAB s NEEHBINR TR TERSERGEF > Bt
BRI ERMHBEFETERZ - A EELED P S EHEE K EDI 6948 A%
RESHEAREBEHRAGRE -

[(H1l,] %o B ie &% S LR A MABLERE EDI kK

BAREBREBAEHSERLANER  AndALSE0MAARARESN &
BREAMARI GO R ER L 50 EMER  CEL 5 LR TR A A EBRERL R
AT E RS (Lee 1998; Lichtenstein 1998; Westland 2002 ) - Lichtenstein 3.2 4~ ¥ o&
JARE MR R AT R BRI 0 R A B AR A E S UNCTAD A 2003 4
ETHHERRETINHL AR EL2RETFTEAF T —EEXNHA - # A ERE
BEDI#AHERS TEANBEREEYER ¥4 BERXLZARALAWEBER LR
BIBEFEERER DEKBEHEFTHNBRT  RIARLNBEREFTHRARES
AR M4 - Bk Westland 5 AT FHBFEET BRI FEARZAHARTAEE
X HR BWMHBAAAT YRS A ETARLALLBEEABOTETERE -
Bk EHMNEEES EDIEHERE R RBH B R AR - A RF RIS
Fr ) 4 S 4 7% EDI 49 40 % Bl % 5 50 1% 4 EDI -

[H11,] & %48 mumes EDI oY % 5 R E & & 30M& % EDI
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BmRAE

— - BIFIRFEESR

AFROFNLR > ok DT EAKXARARES  AMERE S ERRE 11
BHGE  ABEHERABANPBESRLHELER  AFLHB LAY
W eb s g4k (Biros et al. 2002; Chatterjee et al. 2002; Grover 1993; Karimi et al.
1996; McGill & Hobbs 2003 ) » & 14k I ML X, » vA 235 &4 8 2 IR 4B X A
TSR BEBE%S AR ETRRFEE B8R L7  RALBEE
BAHNE LIRSS EDI g s T2 A3 FRAME 245 2350 8 B M &
o 818 69 1% & EDI B M & Z 69 & K374 0 L8494k 7% 4T 734 Biros » Chatterjee
McGill #2 Hobbs % A 6451 % o /0 40 8% A6 09 45 & & X Bl & 4 &9 Karimi et al. (1996)
Loh #2 Venkatraman (1992) % &2 etk ik » A4S0 SR AR B d B AR
BHEARTHEEATHARERUEEL -

TRTHEBEBRRALARE ABRERKRRALBHFREH N a4 A% 4 EDI
B AR ERRRREAREIBREIRHE TR L TR Hh 22 AN £
BREAHRAS RO ELFLRBRAETR TR KK ER IR BRI RGN TK
MER > FARMEAGEB RIEBALIET] BIEELF (FREL) AXAHAA
RBHEMA ETARNE AT EREETXSLRALL -

R1:FRASMENEREGHETX

R EA EREEHEF X A8 B Sk
A A 5 (WA E 5B d A A H A LER B AT A Grover 1993
@y 4B AaEBEEREHTRMAEERAMHEF R Thong 1999

A (DR H e BRA A IR AR THEREGRE Grover 1993
QA5 EMEE TR - B s THREAR TA AN Thong 1999

Py (NEREmBLFHMEELERAGRE Grover 1993
QA2 EHEHEBRERREZEERGWH HARE Thong 1999

(DA & e F 3% A A1 S A A BT B AT B oy R A Tacovou et al. 1995
A )k 4 EHAHERAEN - 2HES IR BIFARZBL  Kuan & Chau 2001

¥ ARERELER BT RE Premkumar et al. 1997
R (1){}_\#:%%i%"ﬂ'ﬁ"ﬁimﬁd%ﬁﬂ#iﬁﬁ XHRE Grover 1993
X QA3 ERAZHERE ZEAREAFR Do LHM2HE  Raymond & Billi 1997
HiEH WML EaWARAGKEEORREE Chwelos et al. 2001
REE QA2 EMEHETHAEAREBRERGRRAE Grover 1993
ML ERAZBRIGHRRA LA HGRE Tacovou et al. 1995
#ERS A3 BHARTFRRARFEY  ROEXLHBAF L [omomad
W s s . amamurthy
NEERLHBCERAGRA 1995; Thong 1999

B OFES Y ALY 3 FI8- 4 ok 4
ﬁg? QA2 ERRAEERRAFRRESRBSEHE SRR o193
B
R HEEAEZHEHRAAFHHETRSTRGEREZE Grover 1993
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R R R EARRHEF X
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(1)#% A Miles £ Snow (1978) 4y 4n & % vk - # 46 4%

QHENRIEABBFEREGHHEGEE  CERLE
B RTHGAEN  FPHDVRIRABRREBR R
% ﬁﬁéwiﬁwﬁﬁ%ﬁm%im%’mxm

F R R WIERAE  PEAREABRK—

ﬁTWﬁ% %@%ﬁmw ﬁ@ﬁ%éw;
AR RIS ML AEYRS RRBEEHT &
Koy R BB RBIERARFORA

G)A By £ P BH ek » NAEMBEREREEE &
MEBEE A RFHEF e s A R

(M SHAFRRAGAHARRELE  HEBLER
HEBRKRIAAMET TS EHAER

Q)d s W rs g% EDI $242 4% EDI 358 & EDI ® 4 B
SAR B E A B L K o B A AT 48 A 4 4 EDI e B

8 R g

2 B

Conant et al. 1990
Karimi et al. 1996
Loh & Venkatraman
1992

Miles & Snow 1978
Smith et al. 1989

Biros et al. 2002
Chatterjee et al. 2002
McGill & Hobbs 2003
Thong 1999

Ml AME B RS R A3 B A

AFRZEANEA (FAR2) ALEHRMGEDIRAMK  EH L EEER
EDI #9 4 % 27 EDI 4 A 3t 2] 69 & % - & 13 IR Chau and Tam( 1997 ) ¥2 Grover( 1993 )
Fide b ey = A EDIR A E 088 RA - M EDIRABAES> Lt BRARDNE
B IR 124 EDI B R @M EDI A RS Z B - 5B G A ERFRGRAE
MAEARBOER BN TAREFFERAAE®ER EDI #& 4% EDI 0¥ ABR
P ESER RIS RFLELTHEEINT  HEH T4 EDI @R E%
EDI g4 5338 51 R4 » AERBRBE LS ERM G TR XA SR ANHERMESL - B
o B AE A RBAN RSB EEER EDI 2184 EDI ey ¥ MAEZRH ARG
HAEB s EDI 9B 6L ABEEA TR L BWHHE -

&2 ZRBBANERREESN
BrR %A ERREEH X A8 B S RK
EDI J& % &

(D&M E% @4k EDI S » &%
QEMEiF e @B ED BETEL » &4
B)EMEF L Eili® ED 3R iz

DA E MR EBAREHERBEN
Qe 2HEDIBRAHA » 2304
a. B B4 A # B EDI » {24 1& 4 EDI 3% Fl 1+ &)
b. B BT &48 A4 4 EDD i B 3k 4 Py % A A% EDI
#H A E
(M4 A A ERMBERE B2B HEXHMA(RE
B oBFZ RBEF)NHERIIEX
Qe 4ZEDIRAF X > 255
a. B AT k¥ A EDL - {24 @M% EDI 4% A 3 &)
b. B #74% M 1% 4 EDI - 124 4 B 48 3% EDI 3% A 3t &)
c. B #74& Fi 4 4 EDI » 124 #8483 EDI 3% 31 81
A BERAR A REE D EEE% EDI

EIRG"%=

. Chau & Tam 1997
. EDI 3k A+t 3 Grover 1993

@ EDIRR  (Chay & Tam 1997

4% % EDI Grover 1993

Chau & Tam 1997
Grover 1993

4% % 4 % EDI
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Z - BERFRENRESE

AARHBZHBREBREL RS FARAROMER T EHHAARZEE
AT REFE - R RAAEFEB SRR ARG F S  MEATHE JRA
BREZ RBERSTARFOABHRBAERTORFGAE RYGEE—F - M Ew
I TRE  ACHLETREEARNEE RAGR IR EERELHBUTE
o) EDI R B EF » HAMARNEE X BAFEMR » AERMEGZIFTUAHS
BREEEL BALRG=ZREEEE ABREARMEARHWEERTE LAY L3
A BANMARRERTHE  AEAMELA RITFVEAEGRERNERE -

AHREBAREGEHNEE  EHAIBFHAGTNET > FRERGRERN
ED] M- LT EHAEMBBEOMELE AREHENRBEIERERETE
HE EFTHEN AR RRNER T FLETH RARLSH LOEFE KM
#MA T 288K &K (keyinformants) ik ZELEH K HELIER - WA RIKE
BRI AR R AR B o B0 X b B A3 EDI 32 S A A A BRI 0 M B b
LR RIFHEE ABRAXRMBRLER AR EERH4H TR EEELAE
#HE LR GAFEFRBEATILEAVRYAANES  AB AT O LR LA W
BREANPIEAMERAZNEE Bt KRMNELEABETEEIELE R EDIEEA
B LB ALHBOMERESH -

REEM LR B > AR AR FE 900 My 0 wA LM T EDI 48 R 58 4
NEES > HBERLERKFATHEEEGHEYEY  AMF 528 THERBIHR
o BEBRERERER  ARFEMAE CRAHELKRIMEETH)  RBKER
Z MBI o TR RAR o BRI AL 120 4 @ EHSE 17% &4nip 11
RAEHAETEDI Yo% 6 RABZBATENLE AR 2 &M E  THA XM
& 101 4 Ak E L 14% - HBZEAAHR AT L@ F » Hairetal. (2003) 3854
O5%fE s RHE » ARMEARRCEFARER  HELZIBHHEHELRT  FEOAR
BABE VRE (2155, 583 @A RIERAFERETAS S RAOBRAEE -

&~ R A

— - BEXEFEH

B AT BA®EKHEE EDI >0 EH 70 R (69%) 0 A e84k A m
485s EDI 4 & 24 45 R 15 @M 4835 EDI 2 #889 64% o d B 7015 % EDI S o %
#3A 31 R(31%) R e 848 F 4 4 EDL 69 %4 23 R 45184 EDI 4 #5489 74%-
A SEE7TROFEREHFRTFTHERANBRBEBED] A4 BFEALMEAL
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# KR % AR EDL g9 &8 » #175 EDI A3 3 RPa A& < A AR B % 240 P8 H 330 P
Bl HIET4%  EHLK TA%BHEERG  BTHELEERNRERTARER
SEXRAEDIGRENS  REZ BRFERELAREREENREL - HAXTHR
AAHEELERWRI P -

R3BEFARNEALABTHEE

NEEAETH FH s AR HuAE» EHBTHIWL
# A EDI % &, 448 & EDI 70 69.3 69.3
12 % EDI 31 30.7 100
EE#EF7 Wy 51 51.0 51.0
TR ETFE 26 26.0 77.0
P ERIRAE L 15 15.0 92.0
3C RBEARIELA 5 5.0 97.0
REREX 3 3.0 100
KRR 5% A(A)RTF 36 37.1 37.1
5F7%n~14& (% 12 12.4 495
1 f& 70k 49 50.5 100
EREER 5FF ()T 8 8.4 8.4
5F% A~ EA(S 12 12.6 21.0
1 & 2 ~10 1& 1.(4) 27 28.5 495
10 4& A £ 48 50.5 100
BT AR 25 AVLTF 15 15.0 15.0
26 A~250 A 46 46.0 61.0
251 A~1000 A 39 39.0 100
Wiz e M E R Ty 70 26.8 26.8
RHEH 38 14.6 41.4
i3 38 14.6 56.0
4 & 25 9.6 65.6
# 23 8.8 74.4
Bz 20 7.7 82.1
A 19 7.3 89.4
# : 11 4.2 93.6
R ] 9 3.4 96.9
BHEH 8 3.1 100
EHREAGAEENMEALULEFRLLARS (51% ) RAATRE T X
(26%)° mARRBE LA LA 15% B KA LGP SiE 92%  SHFEE

BomXsiats > B EDImAHREE - TREFE - AR LMRFLEL T RERY
R-BRBEEERAENEWN T DEERMERELAEE (hitp:// www.moeasmea. govtw)
WEEETKREABAFSGES000 AR T RALFHRMAEB TRk 200 A3 TR
HE S E B TARKRB20A AITRENSE - $6ﬁm\2ﬂuﬁa€¢\éﬁé§$%ﬁﬁt/ﬁ*§
L& eyt 893 50% » P A RBERN S TEAORANEZEIT%; M B TARKH
250 ARG bl ik 61%  BETAHAALTWAEEF R B P AEAR  E ALK
15%% hAERE - o EMagtey EDI BAER  HLLRKRAFAATERE
(26.8% ) % 55 (14.6%) BRI (14.6%) 45% (9.6%) 458 (8.8%) &
2 (77%) ARE 2K (7.3%) FiERAZEI & -
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Z - BHREESITEERS S RS

EAFREANELARMEEAR  BIAKFMHOCELAETH Bk 8%
kOl ARG ARG E YT £ - 14 # Armstrong 82 Overton (1977)
wtEiE > AT RS e A (ZERE) 22 LR AARRBTARS =
SEXRFE - ARELEAEEANELNETER  BEABHE R KB EBR  ABER
B AR RIFOI B AN o S%BEKRESEAT  FHEEMERE (SHE
$H5) RBIHAIRE (4HFAHE BTAHE ARLFREAMELENE)
AT EEFLR (p>.05) REHAFRGEIURALA 8 EREGFHARML -

MAEMASH RS S @ Th RFRFARB G FEM -4 EDI AKX H1S
1% 4 ED] R 4B B 493% EDI wAg 548 (S R AK2) - AHEREHGOMEER EEREE
MEREXA  AHEANABIRABRER S G FHEEI>W > 5 5B 4% EDI 4%
B AREREREDI th AR A o ATARSANE LN ER AL T EBEELR -
BRBETES%HWYWBEERET  EAABELE (p>.05) B iFHAFEHLRER
FEAT AR ZHME LR R P IOENFRE LRATHBEARFARTETNE
¥ plde o THBEMEY (2001) FHFHEBAHERAY EDI A MHE - 2HES
W80 A AR AP LEALRFSTIAERNE - At 8RN EHRFOTHHE
BFE ARERBEE ARG E RMEARTBORGENE T OEERMEND
RABE A EFARAE TAKEHIATRA ME 2@ 8% EDI & {44 EDI &
BRERE  EAH TR ERBFALCRBAT NDESBRGEARATH S - BRI WER
Wilks’ A % 0.98 ( x* =231, df =2, p=232) BTEREHLABAEFENRS -
#— F R A A% EDl R4k EDI 847 % B8 047 > LB T AL EARBM L LA
FER (p>05) Bz HENESEANKREZTLEAARETIE  CERAKFH
MAEABMEHAREROBERZAR BRGSO RARARBITRERTH 24 -

= WEREESER

ABFRA A B E M IR B A ZBRUE ) EHRIRE AR RAK
A1 ESERE EEEe Rk B GAH BHRARE 120 - RB F oA L8R
BEAHBTEVERA 055 HTH##E% (Hair et al. 1998) o 5474 R4k 4 > KMO
(0.83) s Bartlett kB2 ( > =2434.54, df =630, p<.001) 3857 BBE58 40 B 12
BERMALARE S A BOBAEENIN > LEAFH EREELEEH S0
70% > 8% A RAFHY A E R E B 2 (Hair et al. 1998; Kuan & Chau 2001 ) % 5
ATAREANAMARERET RADEANRMES EEEKRE AXFSREST
S5 38 o 48 B3 KA R B AR & B S R e AR B A RIARRE T AT R AA RAT YA E 7]
%% (Chau & Tam 1997) o ¥ 1% & 48] 8] 3% Cronbach’sa {4 # R 4578 B A T 4 Z 542
Meg— s —BmT EERFEY o FRE Y EiE 0.5 K 0.6 24 _E(Grover 1993;
Nunnally 1978) + A&F % 6515 B A7 0.6~0.95 » B8 77 #8581 % 0445 B R T A% -
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x4 EEANEIM

FAZEA BH SEE BEF AA AR BAEMH RE AEE %

HE FIHE RA T b o A
‘ Btk BE

e EY 814

HMEFHO 812

Fa#A 2 14 .806

HHHH 6 .805

g ¥4 & 13 .790

ik = 782

mEMNHT 775

ABEA B 2 770

A B S 758

HMEFHHZ3 691

¥ A 5 8 .689

B #2311 642

FEA HE 10 614

AEHH 12 .564

A8 AN 3° 557

BMEE ZH2 776

# s 1° 657

B EE LHF] 629

EMEEIH3 581

BER3 756

BER1 748

BERA2 .680

o ) 835

AR 3 : 604

HRAM2 .837

HAMK1 .651

AR 4 784

A8 AN 2 668

PR A A 2 ' .859

AR E A ] 735

E¥HFRAE] .802

BEERFRE2 .683

S B AR C .838

HEHIEAZ AR 14 3 3 5 2 4 2 2 1

A 12.14 332 225 172 154 142 125 1.11 1.06

FRRES R ¥ (%) 3371 922 626 478 427 395  3.46 3.08 295

EHMBLLE 33.71 42.93 49.19 53.97 5823 62.18 65.64 68.72 71.67

1% & (Cronbach «) .95 .85 74 .70 .65 .63 .62 .60 —

Bl A8 A% AERALKTENGERADEANREGEFAARRE » Bibk@MAS B
BAHAERERL A EHOMNEEAHNE RN 0S HEBREFR
BAl-RAIURBELESAAREAH T AE 055 MMp

‘iAAM I EDIFANAMBEMB) A THEHE BS

Plasi 1 (DAY EDIMEE) HA TEREELE, HA

Cho BB BAEHAL B BEEGE

R



pEEFARBRERZ LR | AFREERARANESER 125

SEME LALLM (collinearity) » RAEMBE X T L8 EFE K L > Hair et al.
(1998) BT AM M A R4 « AL (tolerance) M EEHWER £ (VIF) -
ABRBERFAFZBFARBALEEEA - —FH T BHARMESZHN 08 X
R BETALES 0.1~ S Z R E £ S 10 A& % Z#H k) (variance proportion)
EN09 METTRAEA LGN (Hairetal. 1998) KAF R E&TARSAMG SR
SR G EA 0.9 B ARER (ARES) LBFEAAIEMEAMGANES
08 B RLMASEEEIER FLYBEFTAEER  REFARNEAMERLR

HERE 4 S P -

= 5 FRAIEIRERR 1R BURE R

Fam g a 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
TRHEHAEQ) 1

HaEHQ2) 23 1

5 AM3) 20%  35%% ]

kA4 39%E 33%kx 45wk ]

BB EE ZHG) 69 19 20% 27% 1
IR MEMG) 21 04 01 -02 34% 1

BFERA) A6*% 04 14 16 30 02 1

AEBEFHE® 21 -16 -06 -11 .18 .13 29%% ]

B #-R FE(9) -08 .05 .07 -15 -05 -01 -04 -10 1

¥ -RIE(10) A3 -09 01 .04 10 .15 .02 -09 -37% 1

BMie-R E(11) A5 204 -09 12 19 10 .19 32%% 34 328k

o % BRI (12) 20% .12 .10 .11 .06 -15 .16 .14 20% -03 -08 1

8 8% 25 (13) A2 16 28% 13 12 .17 .19 .06 .13 -09 -06 .13 1

Tolerance 0.397 0.779 0.695 0.629 0.470 0.739 0.726 0.729 0.569 0.539 0.539 0.829 0.776
VIF 2.521 1.284 1.438 1.590 2.128 1.353 1.377 1.371 1.759 1.856 1.854 1.207 1.288

*p < .05, **p < .01.

oM - BT

KAV A8 A = LB 3 5 4 (logistic regression) ¥4 & & %] 4 #7 (discriminant
analysis ) Rk 2 ARFF 4T H 60 L BMR 0 AR B @B @I EDI (24 1) #1%4 EDI
(28O0 LABHABRLEWERE BEABHSHTURKFESETARNEANTE
ERBEBEEARNEGALEF FREAGHHEERN ) AN B8ORS THA LS TN
MO ESFLETBREN >N EEREEGTES CAEABRERNON AL BENFM®

RAEAGBE , LAk BEGAFEI W ELLARN R B TER S E - Bk A5
RImAZBEREALAGBOE A% BEREA 1 (AL 1) ATFTHEN-RER > &
EHRER2 (HEH 1) AT E-REL BEEA3 (EA 1) REAREBER-ZLE
Ao mBERYAMAYE ONKRERERN GMEESR - SHEMNEFAGBHEEES > BT
WA Wald 43t & R HZE -
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BB TS E R 6 P K% E6 Omnibus & (x°=5623) FTEE
WEFTARR Y E 2 B F - & Hosmer & Lemeshow Test (72 =89 ) 47T 13 4u 2B 4 X, Fe.
HERL A BB XRERN NN 043~06 T 5 MEEERLE 84% » G
6% ETIEER BB A T BTARRLA RIFOEHEHEAY - E—-FRE B4
B AR Wald 8 > Theh THEE s ZAR RA - AREERFRERAHEFLILH
sho AR B EBRT L TR ER A @R AR EDI o) $HIE R BR A & & R
WEREE MEME  FARAEBUARIE  ARE%S  RERN AR GHEFTN L
#HoMAFERNRKA@EES EDI 9o ¥ B30 2E 2 AR8E4
EDI &> ¥ 516608 % » Bk Hl, 322 A #1F 2 4F

ERARMNSH (FRET) BRASHHEOEZEZR  STEARNG A HHER N
THRERRBCHENET(ENAEOREN ATERAZ - g5 Wilks” A /525 0.603
(7*=46.72, df =13, p<.001) AMETAFFELBXAABEEVNENRS - &

Al B FHAA 03 09 A fF (Hair et al. 1998) > 8l ERE - L@ H @I 48 R 6y G -
A AN HRAM S RA AREERFBEA BARGREILE S G 0 KSR
FHHEF LY BAAHA S REBEBEDI FERAGHMG - ERHRBHHREHBR
FGEBLSMERARFEEFNANERD > BRI T AR ABEH  IHRTAR
MARRE - HFRA - ARSI L FRAEE - AWABHEL EDI &% 4 EDI

HEEER-

&6 TILBEER

FAm %R B SE Wald Exp(B) B3
WA B -1.31%* 0.48 7.53 0.27 HI, ## Hl, 7 &%
48w -0.34 0.27 1.63 0.71 H2, s H2, R % #%
5 R -0.39 0.33 1.34 0.68 H3, » H3, * %4
RAEE 0.27 0.33 0.65 1.31 H4, ~ H4, < %
M EE LA 1.09%* 0.55 3.92 2.98 H5, ~ H5, & 3%
B MR IR 0.77%% 0.30 6.63 2.17 H6, -~ H6, ¥ #
HERA 0.72* 034 4.50 2.05 H7,~ H7, 3%
EEZFERE -0.36 0.38 0.88 0.70 HS, » H8, &~ % %
g EAEY Y ) 1.88% 0.87 4.65 6.53

A A R A 2.19% 1.09 4.05 8.96 H9, - H9, ¥ #
Mis M- R &R 2.51% 1.09 5.30 1231

A B ‘ 0.08** 0.03 7.93 1.09 H10, » H10, % #
S SR x 1.21%** 031 15.16 3.35 H1l, » H11, % 3

3% ! Omnibus )(2 Tests = 56.23; Hosmer & Lemeshow Test = 8.90; R*= 0.43~0.60;, 4 #aE#E % = 84.2%
*p < .05, *¥p < 01,
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xRT7:EHS

A 4R W Es DI 4k 4 EDI Eﬁ%g %g% F 8
A B 4.70 (1.23) 4.43 (1.36) -.64 12 0.98

A m 3.52 (1.43) 3.69 (1.35) -.29 -.07 0.32

5 A 436 (1.20)  4.24 (1.09) -12 06 021
A AR 3.98 (1.23) 3.85 (1.41) 13 .06 0.20

B EE XS 5.22 (0.95) 4.73 (1.21) 39 27 4.68%
R AR 4.23 (1.44) 3.31 (1.26) 51 38 9.5+
HERA 5.52 (0.96) 4.97 (1.41) 41 29 5.31%*
EERFRA 5.64 (1.04) 5.40 (1.05) -.16 13 1.14
B A - R A 0.31 (0.47) 0.19 (0.40) 34 .07 1.56
oA A - R R A 0.29 (0.46) 0.19 (0.40) A7 12 0.95
P A - R A 0.24 (0.43) 0.19 (0.40) 36 .16 0.29
s R 34.86 (26.60)  20.32 (17.69) 47 34 7.72%%
AR 4.73 (1.20) 3.61 (1.67) 78 47 14.45%%%*

11 df =13; y°=46.72; Wilks’ A= 0.603; % 88 £ 7k £ = 84%; 4% & L5 £ = 69%
2. k%m0 "WpEsEDL, it T4 EDL, MR ERSBEE T FHBEEE),
*p < .05, #*p < 01. **%p < 001,

FZ’;‘:‘\{‘:J‘(:'\\: \ﬂ{!}

REBEAF ST RERN > ER - A5 m;éiﬂwﬂs SAHEAMMARYEEE
KA RIDT ERABERXARRAF R EYE SR £ ZHER > BT HTH -

— - BIFEAE AR RS IR ERLLE

A Fet¥ T NN REEMIDTE A YA FHHARRALLER S
MAGEB AN MNARER T AREEE ARFERL  EHEHEHERER
AP BEEEAE AR ETEmEIXN Y THRARLES - KRIMEFESRHKIDTE AR
RKBARFRELEKXNEZ R TR  RBHGHFEX G TERNG IR T BEEEABRT
A8 & BR % 49 Omnibus y° » A K89 -2log WAL » MBE R e B R o #EEE
EARBRIDTBRABERXA TIF0RA BR GEANSHOFBRMER WIK'sAER » 35T
AEREGHXNEHNAREIDTAAEXEF - B BRA T AHRRANESL
R HERERZTUARMIDTEAARXNZI TR M AR - ABER - AR AR

R SRR RELR  LETEORA LA ERNEABEE® -

KA ER MBI AT AR IDT BAREKXGTER KR AR A LT B & AH
------- %7 0 ® TR IDT @ARK W H Y EARR? BRAHB IS RDABE LSRR EA
AR —AAEE s FAME  REA UREERFRESHAYOARNAEE AR
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THBAZRAGAELBXPTEL QPR T2 DT BARXZH5 88
HRTEE  BUARBATHEIFRETER  REESRX TRy THE - Lk
WA TS ATRE LR AEFHRERI RO AEFEIBRAREH
THRABENRERS  HAARSTN S AR G H R THELR  KMNBAY
8w P e A R AR (adjusted R) R RIS LB AR X 0y RIFRR T o &
Mrbs BT A X g adjusted B (.31) > @ &4 IDT @ AKX (adjusted R =.09) -
Bk #PmE 0 BOBMKXRETEABAGBERS » 7 Jab 38 4e TR 4 78 BT & %
g R - ‘

& 8 ElF A AR R RESEAERAV LR

o 9 3 8 AT B 3] %47
HERAER Omnibus * -2 log Cox & Snell R 437 i WIilk’sA
likelihood Nagelkerke R Em&
IDT i A # &, 17.94 * 106.62 0.16~0.23 75% 0.197 0.835*
AR 56.23 *¥* 68.33 0.43~0.60 84% 0.658  0.603 ***

*p < .05. ***p < 001.

— - #8548 EDI E{Bif EDI fy BERE TR

BB EHT R TRAMKS  RAERMEKEDI e F NS EALTER S AN T HR
HEAZRREK EDI 9% (2AR 7)) BABETLEHAWERMEIL EDI ¢y #&
REHGHHRAEDI A BHAEEALTAR A& EHR - AHMNE A&R%
NI TREHE  BERN)  ARGBEFC I TG 2EHEHTBENE BT
A @RI ED 0 SRR A B G 5 AR B - ABERGEFMER - &K
WREEY  ABRAFETARBEAR  FREAIESZOEERS - ARFZHEIER
BEIHHZRA A0 HAEXREREDINOCEMRBRLZIBHANZHERAZ AR
1% BTHRARGEDI A EF G S ER EDIES -

=~ HNEEE

FEERETORRRARLELS LWL ML EDI R AR $E  LERAE
BB B THB T IS EHAHAEBEREDIRITR S BABEBOETR
HANEBAREELR IR BAORA  CESTELA KA ERE%L EDI RETHER
% o i Lee (1998) » Ratnasingham (1998 )+ A & Westland (2002) % £ &84 % k48
Bl A0 BETRHEAERHEHZIETAHFRERZNREZ— 2ELTRESARA
FERAEHOARREFEREZ2OES > BRLEARERGZIEBAERERE
B EER - ‘
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P - $HEEHEES
BT RRIN ABRERAERBENTERNSEA BT P NOEWRALA RIFY
MHAGEBEERRAT F o 2L CBBERAAMANR L& EY &

BRE A MAENEHDES (McGowan & Madey 1998; Nakayama 2003; Susarla et al.
2003 ) A BAIF A HOHA L —EAER ZHNEBHE > RITBETREY  ETR
BEAERESEBEEFFTHRR > ERmBILOEES -

- BB IRE

HEERABARBRREEETONLERER T HBRGEY 28 - AR His
AHEFREYT I EE BEHBETHRARMFTHE A XA By Aok A
MBI AREFZ - HASTH A RR LTSS EARHRA LmHE KT B Miles
#1 Spow (1978) #h#Hmwé  mHBEE AR T a0 A AEELTHREITESR
F G AR > BARMaGARAAINBHEREFRTZAE EAFERN RIS TG4
BoRACERAMHBEINESREREEABRE RELBEFHFESWE SRS RF
BF EHEBREFSHSRE  RHWREFAETACHES BT AEAERR
By ) Sk S g Y 4 BBR A R T A BTR A SR ALIRAS S S F R S HE 3 -

N BEEREEEE

SHERBTEARBANBAEALET I CERTHALAFHHE  mREL 5 A
M AR RSB ED REAE » E ¥ Chwelos et al. (2001) » Kuan and Chau (2001)
FEENEHRAT AR EENRIBENEEBERETH AR ALFHRAGHAAE
REAM - BTEEEE EDI 3L TAE dERRAS R @M EDI
AR AHEANE EAFSLERLEBER EDIM B RKR ARG RZE  FRELR
RAM B ETFHE  Westland (2002) 3BAEAETTHHOERETY R BEARES >
SEERNIGAROBHNELTRE  FTEOZBRAECHEMm; Bk KRMEHE
EOEX SRR S TR R EAREREDI KA ARTEREE - £
AMEERGAMBERREZE  NTRHREBEOCEERBASEE R G AL A H
B BRI o

+ B E
e E RETANSEAYI BRI EAFTHNEKANER AP Eaa
BEAEBRARELNE G R EE A - 8T %48 5 £ 8 3 (Chwelos et al.

2001; Grover 1993) 4 F) » AR RHE A ARG T X > @HEANKA @ REKE EDI -
BTX FRBOTREIBELBE  CXORIATRANGTAMLEA - K2
HETHER  2EZRAFIAMAZZAL NG ERARBYRREA SEMAH - ®
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EREENIF-AIRANETABRRKSBZEE HAEERAKIHFANSLEEEY
# %2 (Grover 1993; Premkumar & Ramamurthy 1995) - & £ 8 #» X HHK A @%
3% EDI > R A4 RERGEE  BHFYIHF - AREARWYARET G HBET
BREETHRETEREBEDI AR THENE THEKEMEY -

N IRIBIER

HRERER  BERIZBBEAE AL B EANA LKA 0 R % A
MAEERFRENTIHERA - F IO ERAREOH ?Rﬁi%*éﬂﬁﬁﬁ’%
BRREREWUWEL  EWEEHFH  AERRBELRWYBRA » EH Chwelos et al.
(2001) ~ Kuan and Chau (2001) FAMH EG - AELERE LR FRAERR
EFRRRBZEERCBREAGAKRALNHAEL  THEBEREBLEAERFRAR
B —FEBREEER BHEFOAR BEPINOERUARTEAR 5—F
A EFTOLCEHNERRNEFERMERZCEE AN 0 AES > Bk
IR G MG ER -

— - AR

A bl H RFERBATESR  FEHLSHRERNEARAR EDI#EH
Bk 3 o ‘
(—) AR IEBHANBSEHE R LU IDT BEERXHTE

A RER TR S > ABRER  ARABEAREEEFE S O LKA LA
FGTER R RSB BEESEMEAGREEBEER)  HKRIDTHERA
AR ERYT - A KAMNERDAHHAFHBEHZAFE  TUAEETRER

o~ BB ARMB AR FRME AL HMAI IR BRERBRA LOTRE -
() EHNF RRERRREERERTZETHEN - BEEFERE

B E = HRRAHBERBNER - F—  wOIMERTH ERAKREE
BEAFABZRA PO LE LRV L EEER EDI 648 A% &MME 4% EDL B 3k »
EZBIRRECBERETAAER AL DEMOA RSO RE  hEEEZHHE
MR ERGEORERT LSRR - A RESRIUT AR5 6 = L ori e B AR 8% E
Wik A AT > B EDI R B L5 R B itk Bk Loy sk -
u%%A%m%\’ﬁ&ﬁbﬁ%ﬁﬁmﬁ%m%Em%#i%ﬁ

HA MR BERameh st EpuaEER B EREEABHNEALEE
KA RO RFIRAERELE HhTRFAL OTEFTHELEHRHE
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FEE > B RAFARRAFRRATEE,  ERBLOENFEFES - R
BoHREEASCENFERAEBYIRRE SR EE I FFEAR@EMER EDI #%
AAZWHAE B ZROEBMBABNRTARBHRELE  BIRAERES
T EE Pl ARG SSL B mFEAMERABEESERBROLE
HBR o ABREEL S22 SWEEHKLAFHET M EDI 2 2M B ¢ R 0
WMEA PRABEERMARANERE -

(Z) H/hEEERETZMEEKEMHEE EDI &R WAL FE

MBEFNBZRFSFNOEXBHRAABREREDIER - Kd AFFRE AL EEK
AAFRTEREGNG  BTOoELRBARNEAFTAL B ROBENE LT HBH
WYL FZGTHREER > TRRENRRER L F—  wABTENSERAEARSE
%EDL T VEAYETEERGAI 0 X5 RN EE G @KL EDI jed 48 5% B
MO E AR R RGBT At BAIMNAERERESEREN > E X484
W EDI i BB R E — R BARNETERBREEA  HEFABLRAARIERA
Ao M & AE BARMIE A0 F X 0 2Tk EE M EDI RARE o s % EDI
AR BREBTLEREREAGE A XS ERT > Fd@EBEY% EDL R
Ao mASg R R LB ERRE e RO ERALE LT AEGBRERR D
MEAE N AEm T ARG R KRB KK LBEABRMSS EDI& K& A E LA
HEERARREEERLBESHEDI A LE  EEXARKRGERE  BLRAREL
EDI £ B MiEhey— KM - Bb > AARERBI A ENIEREEREEZ LR F#HR
HESEKERD > RERNFFFSEIL  URZLOEHEBRRR EDI ey A £ »
B EBABELEARR -

HR - -AEDEAITHERBEEREDI 2R T H AN ETERABEOLELEHK
RS EHAWHE  AGHBERAXFHFIAERT  LAFBEAERE-RBEORBER
G AAEMEHNTETAREBU -~ ERENAE  ABRLSETRZ L ESK
FRBSAZME s BT X KFEMHUFT NS EE LA RBEBRIARRGRY c B AR
HRAARMERELS EEABBOLE RO HHNER XML ZEWET - &
PR EEAR BT R ML & B F R S @A -

(MU) tEASEESWZ R EHEEEREE EDI HER

FREALEBRIELHRTRAZIDELNHLRAGRE AP BELE
THAAZRR L RAAMEEORE » MEEBRERGREHLE - Bt KRIMEHR
AMERELREH  REHBFHANCR O ESH I FHARMEY EDL o3 &
HE o R BB EEES EDI ¢ REC; A XY BT RRELRAEER
BREDI B E R B ARFALEHNMEEBREDIGEALE - SRIFFREEEL
RS BATATT AR H RIGRRF A A TR > AR ERE > B LERKA L
AR R -
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(F) #EA5 SR & LUK, 3% 5 IBE 77 v DUSR L RIS R R A9 R F

HFRERAFFRATABACF NAEHAEBEE EDL g3 A > fm B A8 87N R IE
Mg E A% Eam T CEHREHERLOCH A RA LI AE - LF LR
 EERG RN R F e oA R R SRR A T ROERRRR R g
A EREAR R BARFHEES B ARAEBRAK EDI 9B EBIK -
Bt RAFREREMNERBECRESR BRI ERAEREBR EDI LA 0L %
RyMBEEY  AFERBAABENFREQUAEERRKA AR Bod ¥
R MEERECRABARRD AR LGN IBEAR  AAAKAABRAR
EDI: EmERBER H 2 H -

=~ iRZER

BAFRENAN RABERFEA T AVREIEAWHARS  F— - di
A RETRETREXLER 5B ELBROFRENE R RABATHEMOER
NBRZEEFRBEFILBOESBRE > B K414 IDT 3B A AKX F BT &% 65 8 2B m ik
A RANESURFRERFREGTERNEE > B LA THRERIDT @ AR 0
BEBRAITY  BELd BMEFTEAMKRERIRBRAHEEE BT LoRE
GEAERAIDT AR > B THE LHGRERE  ARREELETER
AW ANGRR - F = BBEFRMEABARK > BINLREMAFEGHENEE
W4 7% (Biros et al. 2002; Chatterjee et al. 2002; Grover 1993; McGill & Hobbs 2003) :
EMBREFUEFTR RB-BEAMGRAEE T AR R ARER » M BRI 28
MM HEERRGME L Y TR/ % (Karimi et al. 1996; Loh & Venkatraman
1992) A ERESIGZHE BAALEELZTHE LRI RGRE o

= hARAHEEZE B NATRESEHNEIEEE EDI 4% A R F47 5 Bt
HARZGLETHRESEAABEELE ED] #1184 EDL > AR W o &R 6981 K %35 24
Hegsas» Mm@ EDL A EAB R Lot ks HB LM R R RE - LA
HEZRAWADTLERAT BNENEAEAAEEREDI WAL REREG S -
Hit > e RFBBEEANLENNESERAEA > ARG RRRETLIR KRG
TR LeBER RGBT - FEE it BTWATROEH | THERWFELRE -
ANEFAREFHEZH AL TRFRI G L% T4 EDI kmmkme
EDI 6913548 51 fES » ABERAERBELERA N EHRA LM HRA Y EREL - &
TXEEEERABATRAEMN AL E  AHARN ST EAX T @4 EDI
ERRELE  ABRELTLRGHRE - T AFHERLHRAFT NS ETRE AN
B# ARARMEE 101 > BEFDHFBRAYHRITS T IEEHRMEH R
EARE > BT R ARG A R R R FRH - 3R KT R T A B R BB KM A
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